Cet article est une traduction de :
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First of all, it must be said that there is no lack of knowledge and discourse about prison nowaday s: there are weighty parliamentary reports, original documentary films, ex pressiv e autobiographical narrativ es, first-hand accounts by sensible professionals, all sorts of newspaper articles, militant circulation of information and so on. These documents often reflect an authentic inv estigational effort and they present a v ast panorama of descriptions and interpretations. Do of course some areas pertaining to life (and death) in confinement definitely remain in the dark.
1 Howev er, the usual, almost monotonous claims, both that sociological research is justified by the need to put an end to the "miscomprehension" of the institution and that such "miscomprehension" is the main factor in its "historical inertia" are inadequate today . At the least, we hav e a problem here that merits deeper scrutiny . What sort of knowledge do we want to set up in contrast to the knowledge we deem less relev ant?
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Our conception of the complex ity of the problem is based on the conv iction that at a time when the dominion of confinement is unprecedented, at a time when discourse of a managerial ty pe aimed at dev eloping the efficiency of the champpenal.revues.org/238 2/12
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criminal justice sy stem prev ails ov er any other ty pe of discourse, at a time, too, when the space for imagining other possibilities is shrinking within the intellectual sphere, 2 it is essential that sociologists study ing prison intensify not only their sociological imagination 3 but also their critical vigilance with respect to their own assumptions and habits and to the principles of social justice on which their critical posture is predicated. Criticism must therefore be subjected to criticism, not to annihilate it but rather, to seize its nature and assess its potential impact. This reflex iv e self-scrutiny entails some obv ious risks: it may unsettle conceptual routines, making conceptualization, and by the same token research work, more laborious. Doing without this selfscrutiny entails another, conv erse risk, one which is much more prejudicial: that of producing analy ses that hav e a strange resemblance with the sy stems, practices and perceptions which the researcher seeks, paradox ically , to criticize, or at least are easily accommodated by them. We will begin by ferreting out those self-proclaimed "critical" ordinary and scientific statements which embrace the unspoken assumptions, goals and my ths of the institution, thus tending toward the silent and therefore efficient reinforcement of the sy stem behind it. This first step will throw a new light on the dilemma of prisons, in which thinkers are torn between the "urgency of reforms" and the "rejection of the institution". This dilemma structures v arious sociological discourses on prison. Nex t we will discuss an alternativ e to this dilemma, consisting of articulating qualitativ e field research within prisons with a more comprehensiv e analy sis of contemporary forms of government and the ex ertion of political power. The thrust of this off-center, transv ersal approach is to broach research on prison as a particular application of a general sociology program, in an attempt to open a new av enue, distinctly different from and complementary to the more classical sociology of prisons.
4
Michel Foucault ex cellently demonstrated the structure of criticism of the modern correctional institution. It is composed of six observ ations which, taken together, unremittingly denounce "the failure" of prison to perform the functions officially assigned to it at different periods. This criticism may be formulated as follows: "prisons do not bring down the rate of crime", "confinement causes recidiv ism", "prison necessarily produces offenders", "prison encourages the structuring of a criminal milieu", "the situation open to prison-leav ers is conduciv e to recidiv ism", "prison produces offenders indirectly by impov erishing the prisoner's family ". 4 These critiques are still quite consonant with concrete, qualitativ e findings as to the present-day correctional scene, with its stigma, uncertainty , powerlessness, broken families, corporal punishment, disaffiliation, unequal prison conditions, phy sical and sy mbolic v iolence, etc. To these observ ations, as recurrent as they are relev ant, 5 our own analy sis of correctional itineraries and of the concrete functioning of detention has added two serious charges: the 6 and still more comprehensiv ely , the patent disconnection between "real" prison ex perience and punishment as it is construed in judicial discourse. 7 We should not rush into any interpretation and criticism based on these sociological observ ations. The history of corrections has indeed shown that it is precisely the search for emergency "solutions" to the most crucial "problems" and to the most "intolerable" situations which has enabled the institution to adjust to contemporary sensitiv ities. Depending on the latter, different aspects of punishment are considered "degrading", "inhuman" or "unacceptable" or again, "tolerable" or ev en "necessary ". This adjustment turns out to be essential to the long-term (re)production of the functional homology of the institution, and consequently to the (re)production of its "failure".
We will use the term corrections-centered 9 for compartmentalized, walledup criticism, which goes hand in hand with a lack of in-depth thinking about the organic relationship between prisons and the rest of the repressiv e apparatus and ev en more comprehensiv ely , about all of the ties connecting prison with social relations in ge neral. Sociologists whose analy sis is merely grounded in and aimed at "rehabilitation" -and who confine themselv es to the enumeration of ev ery thing that prev ents its successful achiev ement -run the risk of implicitly embracing the correctionalist project, thus producing spineless criticism, strangely compatible with the disciplinary powers which would hav e been pointed up by a more complete deconstruction.
1 0
Consequently , with those foundations and that search for concrete solutions, corrections-centered criticism is closer than it seems at first glance to managerial, technocratic discourse on the institution. We must be wary of attempts at correctional reform aimed at "improv ing the prisoner's lot" when they are not integrated in a comprehensiv e theory of confinement. Researchers who are not in search of that kind of theory remain trapped in the "fly bottle", to use Watzlawick's ex pression, of an apparently obv ious "reality " (with statements such as "we must giv e prisoners control of their own fate by setting up appropriate schemes for making them face up to their responsibilities") whose only objectiv ity resides in the fact that it is not challenged, but blindly accepted as genuine. In precisely this sense, these "obv ious facts" are primarily ideological realities. 1 2 Inside that fly bottle the conceptual framework is dev oid of contradictions, whereas v iewed from outside as suggested abov e, this framework turns out to be a trap. 1 3 In other words, those people who believ e they are being critical and rethinking the sy stem are deluding themselv es and may well reinforce (by omission or compromise) the "lines of force of the world", of which they are a v ector.
Rather, the task of the thinker as v iewed by Watzlawick and Wittgenstein, would be to conv ince the fly trapped in its bottle that the only way out is to go back up the narrow path by which it entered, ev en if that av enue seems more dangerous than the space in which it is imprisoned.
1 5 Radical criticism of prison as dev eloped during the 1 97 0s and 80s may be v iewed as an attempt to get out of that fly bottle. Prison reform is judged impossible, so that the only conceiv able prospect of social-historical change is abolition. Thus, giv en the intrinsic failure of prisons to accomplish all of the contradictory missions assigned to them, the pure and simple elimination of prison, denounced as a champpenal.revues.org/238 4/12 2. Off-center and transversal thinking 2.1. Prison and social order source of sterile suffering 1 6 has been considered and demanded at regular interv als. 1 7 Some ex treme optimists ev en claim that its abolition is imminent, 1 8 although we see no reason for this strange optimism. This stance is definitely intellectually fertile, primarily in that it demy stifies the Law and produces a genuine epistemological break with the correctionalist project, thus opening new horizons for analy sis. But "critics" may well find themselv es in a new dead end here. Indeed, since the analy sis peaks with the bold assertion that any reform reinforces the institution (by adjusting it and/or making it more commonplace), the Cause becomes paradox ically more important than the immediate, concrete situation of the people (behind the bars) whom the Cause alleges to defend, thus creating another ideological reality no less pernicious than the one it claims to reject.
1 9 So we find ourselv es faced once again with the "dilemma of prisons", the terms of which hav e been formulated by Y . The urgency of reforms -corrections-centeredness -and rejection of the institution-abolitionism(s)-represent two ty pes of critical attitudes, then, often combined in a single argument, which structure a non-negligible part of (heterogeneous and sometimes contradictory ) rightly or wrongly selfproclaimed "critical" sociopolitical rhetoric. There hav e been occasional attempts to ferret out a new historical dy namic susceptible of ov ercoming this dilemma. This was the case for "minimalism", in which the utopia of the end of the institution offers a prospect of practices commanded by a goal: that is, constantly decreasing numbers of inmates for increasingly shorter prison stay s.
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The fecundity of some present-day research on prisons resides in the resolute pursuit of new modes of articulation between micro-and macrosociology . Following a brief ov erv iew of some trends inv estigating this v ein, we will go on to ex plore the research ethos of another perspectiv e which is radically transv ersal in its thinking and also attempts to free itself of the dilemma described abov e.
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As some major postmodern thinkers would suggest, the impasses of prison may be sought in its v ery essence: a modern project guided by organizing Reason. 21 The rational search for a well-ordered world which legitimates itself through a meta-narrativ e of emancipation, as "a future to bring into being", "an Idea to put into practice", 22 necessarily generates its own kinds of v iolence, fears and risks -which represent the "productiv e refuse of the order-producing factory " 23 -for which prison is supposed to be an answer. under strong neo-liberal pressure.
The motiv ations-more or less ex plicit depending on the writer-behind the first golden age of ethnographic field work in the sociology of prisons may be seen as a desire to articulate micro-sociological observ ation of the prison env ironment with the socio-historical forces that shape the institution. One thinks of Sy kes, for ex ample, who has brilliantly shown how social relations in prison are the outcome of the clash between the v arious ends it supposedly pursues (Custody, Internal Order, Self-Maintenance, Punishment, Reform) , 28 or of Goffman and his concept of the total institution which, as a structural concept, questioned the entire social sy stem. 29 At present, one part of the sociology of prisons continues in the same spirit, describing the basic contradiction between "security " missions and "rehabilitation", as well as the domination of the imperativ e of security ov er any other logic. 30 A. Chauv enet, in particular, has recently rev isited the articulation between micro-and macro-aspects, with an ex tremely stimulating analy sis of social relations in prison, showing confinement for what it is: a defensive w arring system which, instead of manning the borders and warding off an enemy from outside, is built into the sociopolitical and spatial fabric and is aimed at the enemy from within, shut up behind walls and unable to leav e as long as the justice sy stem has not decided otherwise.
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What is crucial to this articulation, then, is the order underly ing the institution, forming the focal point of critical analy sis, guided in this case by the postulate that the way a political sy stem treats its dev iants tells a great deal about the sy stem itself. 32 This transv ersal character can be taken further at present.
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As we know, Discipline and Punish is not a book on prisons as much as on discipline, power relations 33 and social engineering set up to produce mentally sov ereign, normativ ely self-disciplined subjects. The strength of the analy sis also resided in the fact that it was off-center and transv ersal, using prison for what the French call a mise en abîme, an endless series of reflections as in parallel mirrors, through which to ex plore the subterranean mechanisms of modern societies. By offering tools which integrate thinking about prisons in the dy namics of research on governmentality, 34 an alternativ e av enue for research appears, one which may take this research ethos further.
This approach may be complementary with "classical" sociology of prisons, but it also confronts some of its postulates. It is heuristic mainly in that it sets aside the founding illusion of a "norm-free" institution (or one with norms of champpenal.revues.org/238 6/12 its own), to consider the social relations dev eloped in prison as comparable in nature to those dev eloped outside, but considerably amplified. 35 The perspectiv e proposed is located outside the corrections-centered fly bottle and does not suggest any program for improv ing prison gov ernance. To the contrary , it tries to "destabilize the present", to objectify and deconstruct the apparatus underly ing a specific ty pe of gov ernance. Thus, the new div ersity , pluralism and growing openness that hav e characterized custody ov er the last few decades (with respect to work, sociocultural activ ities, prohibitions and sanctions, rights and so on) would no longer be commented, rather irrelev antly , as a process of "normalization" of the conditions of confinement, but rather, would be central to an analy sis of the increasing complex ity of contemporary modes of ex ercise of political power, at the heart of a triangle formed by sovereignty-disciplinegovernment. 36 Analy sis of sovereignty emphasizes power as the "negativ e" ability to inflict sanctions, sometimes spectacularly , throughout a giv en space or territory ; discipline stresses monitoring techniques, indiv iduation and normalization; last, through government, power tends to be v iewed as a function of the "incite, elicit, combine" ty pe, a way of "conducting conduct" producing some reality and truth before it coerces. 37 Emphasis is no longer placed, then, on the strictly security -oriented and coerciv e dimensions, but rather, on the "apparatus" within which they are shaped, and the v ariety of techniques of government with which they are intertwined. Let us take two ex amples-certainly too succinct-of our research in process, conducted in France and Quebec.
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The first study , in France turned up a perv erse situation in which inmates are asked to "act responsibly "-"stop their nonsense", "find a job", etc.-and at the same time are stigmatized and dispossessed of their usual modes of action. In this sense-and this is a crucial point-the situation represents an ex treme form of a new kind of domination, accurately identified by general sociology , which crosses the entire social scene. It is those people whose resources make them least able to shoulder responsibility for themselv es and manage their own ex istence who are most strongly urged to do so. 38 Far from attenuating the perv asiv eness of social constraints, contemporary injunctions calling for indiv iduation and responsible behav ior produce new forms of subjection. Prison-the end-of-the-road of ex clusion-producing circuits-represents the ultimate, most refined form of this process. The socially imposed requirement that one act as an indiv idual turns into a heav y burden for indiv iduals when they do not possess the necessary requisites for doing so and when that norm is not internalized but rather, is imposed on them from outside.
Secondly , in Quebec, our present inv estigation of the role of leadership (official and unofficial) in the administration of Quebec's penitentiaries 40 has uncov ered a complex situation. The inmates' committees, 41 pressured to take initiativ es, are free to create activ ities, which are taken away if any disturbance occurs inside the prison. They themselv es thus create the "candy " in the "goody sy stem" (the système bonbon as it is called familiarly in Quebec), in the indiv idualized sy stem of personal and collectiv e priv ileges on which order in confinement is predicated. To put it in Nikolas Rose's terms, inmates are thus governed through their freedom 42 , and this freedom serv es to reinforce and complex ify traditional sanctions and more strictly disciplinary prerogativ es, rev ealing a complex gov erning technique.
43
More generally speaking, analy sis of the gov erning of prisons, taken as a history of the present form of "personal restraint" must therefore be articulated with a history of "freedom" itself, or more accurately , with the forms of subjection elaborated in its name. Foucault described a corrections-champpenal.revues.org/238 7/12
Bibliographie oriented prison at a time when Enlightenment-ty pe freedom went hand in hand with normalcy , whence the ex pansion and dev elopment of the major social disciplines to which he applied his critical analy sis. At present, following a period in which freedom had a strong connotation of social solidarity , it seems to be connected more with injunctions to indiv iduation, autonomy and self-accomplishment through work, psy chological introspection and the joy s of consumerism. 44 Ongoing interplay between the ordinary (gov ernmental techniques ex isting both inside and outside of prison walls) and the extraordinary should enable us to renew and complex ify criticism. The idea, then, is not to ov erlook the specific features of the correctional world (the reign of security -mindedness, promiscuous confinement, different modes of resistance, reduction of the "options" open to actors, etc.), but nonetheless to objectify those shared, complementary and/or distinctiv e forms of subjection found in inclusiv e and ex clusionary circuits, including prisons.
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In conclusion, when thinkers aim at "unsettling the present" rather than grounding their critical approach in a search for univ ersal Progress, they break with the abolitionist stance and with its miserabilist tendency to reduce reality to squalor, to v iew people as v ictims, and to "compress" reality under the seal of suffering. They do so by deconstructing gov ernmental techniques, the know ledge that structures them and the way s in which actors resist those forces ex erting power on them, through them and using them supportiv ely . Their analy sis is an attempt to comprehend the div ersity and heterogeneity of prison ex periences and the complex ity of modes of ex ercise of power in custodial institutions, with their historical dimension, their contingency and their localism. At the same time, it is important to put an end to the moral indifference display ed by society for its prisoners, not on the basis of some univ ersal humanism this time 46 , but more modestly and more practically by objectify ing the way s in which prison participates activ ely in new forms of domination which both ex ceed confinement and tend toward it. Prison adjusts easily to those forms precisely because it reinforces them. By demonstrating the ex istence of similar ty pes of subjection outside prison walls, this transv ersal approach does away with the stigmatization, the reduction of people to the status of criminal and the alterity produced by criminalization. It is the strength, the solidity an d the simultaneity of the v arious dimensions of this transv ersal detour and conv ersely , its ability to test the basic tenets of criminal justice that will enable us to assess the "utility " of the qualitativ e sociology of prisons. 1 1 This does not m ean that we shun the idea that som e prisons are less unacceptable than others (Faugeron, 2 002 ) . Som e m ov em ents for the defense and prom otion of prisoners' rights hav e been fruitful and led to the objectiv e im prov em ent of conditions of detention. To understand the spirit of the struggle and see how far it has gone in Quebec, com pare Landrev ille, Gagnon, Desrosiers, 1 9 7 6 , Landrev ille, 1 9 7 6 and Lem onde, Landrev ille, 2 002 . Hav ing said this, the point today , as will be shown further down, is not so m uch to glorify this im prov em ent as to ev idence the shift and repatterning of power relations in prisons (necessarily ) generated by this im prov em ent.
1 2 See Watzlawick, 1 9 88a. 1 3 Watzlawick, 1 9 9 8b, 2 7 4 -2 7 5. 1 4 Bourdieu, 1 9 9 7 , 1 1 .
1 5 Wittgenstein, 1 9 6 1 , com m ented by Watzlawick 1 9 88b, 2 6 9 .
1 6 Hulsm an, Bernat de Celis, 1 9 82 ; Mathiesen, 1 9 7 4 . 1 7 See, for exam ple, Buffard, 1 9 7 3 . 1 8 Brossat, 2 001 , 8.
1 9 It would then, no doubt, rem ain for us to decipher the way different kinds of form al and inform al social control are repatterned outside prison walls, and these m ay not be any better than the "abom ination" of prison.
2 0 Cartuy v els, 2 002 , 1 3 0-1 3 1 .
2 1 Christie's inv aluable analy sis (Christie, 2 003 [1 9 9 3 ]), influenced by one of Baum an's m ajor works (2 002 [1 9 89 ]) im m ediately com es to m ind of course. We hav e em phasized Christie's ties to the postm oderns, probably less obv ious in the original text. For a clear ov erv iew of the relativ e consensus on the im passes of m odern reason in thinkers labeled "postm odern" (som etim es against their own will), see Brodeur, 1 9 9 3 .
2 2 Ly otard, 1 9 9 3 .
2 3 Baum an, 2 003 [1 9 9 5]; 1 1 4 .
2 4 See m y rev iew of Christie's book in Chantraine, 2 004 e (forthcom ing).
2 5 Rusche, Kirscheim er, 1 9 9 4 [1 9 3 9 ].
2 6 Mary , 2 001 . See also Castel's broader reflections (2 003 ).
2 7 Wacquant, 1 9 9 9 .
2 8 Sy kes, 1 9 9 9 [1 9 58], 1 3 -3 9 . This is only one aspect of his work. According to Sy kes, social order in prison, a negotiated order, is the pragm atic outcom e of a twofold necessity : for the prisoner, the need to find way s to m ake his stay the least
